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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claims 

1 . This action is in reply to the Amendment/Response filed on 5 March 2008. 

2. Claims 1, 14, 26 were amended. 

3. Claims 38-43 were added. 

4. Claim 15 was canceled. 

5. Claims 1-14, 16-43 are currently pending and have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

6. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making and using 
it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it 
is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of 
carrying out his invention. 

7. Claims 39-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written 
description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the 
specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the 
inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. In 
particular the specification as filed does not find antecedent basis for "the first part of the authorization 
data and the mobile device identity information separately". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the 
rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on sale in 
this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

9. Claims 14, 16-25, 34, 36-37 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Adam et 
al. (US 2002/0181710). 

Examiner's Note: The Examiner has pointed out particular references contained in the prior art 
of record within the body of this action for the convenience of the Applicant. Although the 
specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the specific 
limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply. Applicant, in 
preparing the response, should consider fully the entire reference as potentially teaching all or 
part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or 
disclosed by the Examiner. 

Claim 14 - 
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As per claim 14, Adam et al., at least at Figs. 1-7, 9-1 1 ; paragraphs [0023], [0026]-[0029], [01 1 1], 
[01 14]-[01 15], [0122]-[0129], [0131]-[0132] disclose a payment apparatus for use in authorised 
transactions having the limitations of: 

• at least one client device provided with an input for communicating with one or more mobile 
devices; and 

• at least one server device for providing data and/or processes to support a transaction using the 
at least one client device, said transaction including verification of authorisation data; 

• wherein the at least one client device is adapted to receive from a mobile device a first part of the 
authorization data comprising one of a personal identification number and code specific to said 
personal identification number via its input and to send said first part of the authorization data to 
the at least one server; 

• wherein the at least one server device is adapted to store said authorization data including a 
second part of the authorsation data comprising financial data relating to a user of the mobile 
device and, in response to receiving said first part of the authorisation data, to verify said 
authorisation data and to retrieve said second part of the authorisation data comprising the user's 
financial data to complete a transaction. 

Claim 16 - 

As per claim 16, Adam et al. in view of Maes teach the payment apparatus of claim 14 as 
described above. Adam et al., at least at paragraph [0123], further discloses a payment 
apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein each client device is connected to a point of sale terminal. 

Claim 17 - 

As per claim 17, Adam et al. in view of Maes teach the payment apparatus of claim 14 as 
described above. Adam et al., at least at [01 1 5], further discloses a payment apparatus for use in 
authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein the at least one server device is provided on a networked computing platform in a secure 
location. 

Claim 18 - 

As per claim 18, Adam et al. in view of Maes teach the payment apparatus of claim 17 as 
described above. Adam et al., at least at paragraphs [0127]-[0129], further discloses a payment 
apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 
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• wherein the second part of the authorisation data is stored by the at least one server device, or 
can be accessed by it, in fulfilling a service request from the client device(s). 

Claim 19 - 

As per claim 19, Adam et al. in view of Maes teach the payment apparatus of claim 14 as 
described above. Adam et al., at least at paragraphs [0127]-[0129], further discloses a payment 
apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein the apparatus is further provided with a mapping capability for mapping the first part of 
the authorisation data to the second part. 

Claim 20 - 

As per claim 20, Adam et al. in view of Maes teach the payment apparatus of claim 19 as 
described above. Adam et al., at least at paragraphs [0128]-[0129], further discloses a payment 
apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein the mapping capability is provided by the at least one server device. 

Claim 21 - 

As per claim 21 , Adam et al. in view of Maes teach the payment apparatus of claim 14 as 
described above. Adam et al., at least at paragraphs [0170]-[0173], further discloses a payment 
apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein the at least one server device is provided with at least one further client device so that it 
can initiate a service request to another server device. 

Claim 22 - 

As per claim 22, Adam et al. in view of Maes teach the payment apparatus of claim 14 as 
described above. Adam et al., at least at Figs. 1-2, 4-5, 9-1 1 ; paragraph [0123], further discloses 
a payment apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein each input for communicating with one or more mobile devices supports a wireless 
connection. 

Claim 23 - 

As per claim 23, Adam et al. in view of Maes teach the payment apparatus of claim 22 as 
described above. Adam et al., at least at paragraph [0123], further discloses a payment 
apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 
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• wherein the wireless connection has a range of 0. 5 meters or less. 
Claim 24 - 

As per claim 24, Adam et al. in view of Maes teach the payment apparatus of claim 22 as 
described above. Adam et al., at least at paragraph [0123], further discloses a payment 
apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein the wireless connection comprises an infrared connection. 

Claim 25 - 

As per claim 25, Adam et al. in view of Maes teach the payment apparatus of claim 14 as 
described above. Adam et al., at least at paragraphs [0113], [0129], further discloses a payment 
apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• further comprising validation means for validating a unique identifier for each mobile device. 

Claim 34 - 

As per claim 34, Adam et al., at least at Figs. 1-7, 9-1 1 ; paragraphs [01 11], [01 14]-[01 15], [0123], 
[0126]-[0129], disclose a payment system for use in user transactions, each transaction giving 
rise to a price list for goods or services covered by the transaction, wherein each user has at least 
one associated identifier, the payment system having the limitations of: 

• a data store for storing user specific data in association with at least one of said identifiers; and 

• a price list processor for processing a price list arising from a transaction, 

• wherein the system further comprises an input for receiving identifiers and the price list processor 
is adapted to process a price list arising from a transaction by applying user specific data from the 
data store, the user specific data being associated with an identifier received in relation to said 
transaction. 

Claim 36 - 

As per claim 36, Adam et al., at least at Figs. 1-7, 9-11; paragraphs [0111], [01 14]-[01 15], [0123], 
[0126]-[0129], [0175]-[0177], disclose a method of authorising a transaction having the limitations 
of: 

• receiving an identifier; 

• using the identifier to locate a set of one or more authorisation codes for payment systems; 

• receiving transaction information; and 
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• authorising the transaction information with a payment system by use of an authorisation code 
from said set. 

Claim 37 - 

As per claim 37, Adam et al., at least at Fig. 10, paragraphs [0175]-[0177], disclose a method of 
providing a receipt in respect of a transaction having the limitations of: 

• receiving transaction information from a communication device having an address in a public 
network; 

• making a transaction in respect of goods or services; 

• generating a receipt in respect of the transaction; 

transmitting the generated receipt to a communication device having a different address in a 
public network. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections 

set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 
of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

11. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966), that 
are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are 
summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness or nonobviousness. 

12. Claims 1-11, 38-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adam et al. (US 
2002/018170) in view of Shore (US 2003/0149662). 

Claim 1 - 

As per claim 1 , Adam et al., at least at Figs. 1-7, 9-1 1 ; paragraphs [0023], [0026]-[0029], [0111], 
[01 14]-[01 15], [0122]-[0129], [0131]-[0132], disclose a payment apparatus for use in authorised 
transactions having the limitations of: 

• i) at least one client device provided with an input for communicating with one or more mobile 
devices; and 

• ii) at least one server device for providing data and/or processes to support a transaction using 
the at least one client device, said transaction including verification of authorisation data; 
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• wherein the at least one client device is adapted to receive from a mobile device a first part of the 
authorization data and identity information for said mobile device via its input and send said first 
part of the authorization data and the mobile device identity information to the at least one server; 

• wherein the at least one server device is provided with a user data store adapted to store one or 
more sets of user-specific data for use in authorizing transactions, said at least one server device 
being adapted to store a second part of the authorisation data comprising financial data relating 
to a user of the mobile device in association with said first part of the authorisation data and the 
mobile device identity information and, in response to receiving said first part of the authorisation 
data and the mobile device identity data, to verify said authorisation data and to retrieve said 
second part of the authorization data comprising the user's financial data to complete a 
transaction, and 

• wherein the at least one server device is provided with a user data maintenance process for 
storing and updating user data in the user data store. 

Adam et al. do not explicitly disclose the following limitations: 

o a user data maintenance process for storing and updating user data in the user data 
store. 

Shore teach a user data maintenance process for storing and updating user data in the user data store 
(see at least Figs. 24, 26, 28; paragraphs [0427]-[0429]). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to expand the payment apparatus of Adam et al. to include user 
menu to update the persons profile and financial data as taught by Shore. One of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention would have been motivated to expand the payment apparatus of Adam et al. 
in this way since allowing a user to update personal and financial information ensures that the users 
information is up to date. 

Claim 2 - 

As per claim 2, Adam et al. in view of Shore teach the payment apparatus of claim 1 as described 
above. Adam et al., at least at paragraph [0113], further discloses a payment apparatus for use 
in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein at least one set of user-specific data is stored in association with a said first part of the 
authorisation data. 



Claim 3 - 
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As per claim 3, Adam et al. in view of Shore teach the payment apparatus of claim 1 as described 
above. Adam et al., at least at paragraphs [0115], [0126], [0128], [0142, further discloses a 
payment apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• further comprising a list processor for processing a list of items covered by a transaction. 

Claim 4 - 

As per claim 4, Adam et al. in view of Shore teach the payment apparatus of claim 3 as described 
above. Adam etal., at least at paragraphs [0115], [0128]-[0129], [0142], [0144]-[0150], further 
discloses a payment apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein the list processor is adapted to access user-specific data for use in processing a list in 
the course of a transaction. 

Claim 5 - 

As per claim 5, Adam et al. in view of Shore teach the payment apparatus of claim 4 as described 
above. Adam et al., at least at paragraphs [0142], [0144]-[0150], further discloses a payment 
apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein the list processor is adapted to use said user-specific data to apply a discount in relation 
to said transaction. 

Claim 6 - 

As per claim 6, Adam et al. in view of Shore teach the payment apparatus of claim 1 as described 
above. Adam et al., at least at paragraph [01 52], further discloses a payment apparatus for use 
in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein the apparatus is further provided with a connection, in use, to a public network. 

Claim 7 - 

As per claim 7, Adam et al. in view of Shore teach the payment apparatus of claim 1 as described 
above. Adam et al., at least at paragraph [0177], further discloses a payment apparatus for use 
in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein the apparatus is further provided with a receipt generator for generating transaction 
receipts, and the receipt generator is adapted to refer to user-specific data in generating a 
transaction receipt. 



Claim 8 - 
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As per claim 8, Adam et al. in view of Shore teach the payment apparatus of claim 7 as described 
above. Shore, at least at paragraph [0430], further discloses a payment apparatus for use in 
authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein the user-specific data includes a public network address for at least one user and the 
receipt generator is adapted to transmit a transaction receipt to said public network address. 

The motivation for making this modification to the teachings of Adam et al. is the same as that set forth 
above, in the rejection of Claim 1 . 

Claim 9 - 

As per claim 9, Adam et al. in view of Shore teach the payment apparatus of claim 1 as described 
above. Shore, at least at paragraphs [0427]-[0429], further discloses a payment apparatus for 
use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein each set of user-specific data is stored in association with a respective user identifier. 

The motivation for making this modification to the teachings of Adam et al. is the same as that set forth 
above, in the rejection of Claim 1 . 

Claim 10 - 

As per claim 10, Adam et al. in view of Shore teach the payment apparatus of claim 9 as 
described above. Shore, at least at paragraphs [0427]-[0429], further discloses a payment 
apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein more than one user identifier may be stored in relation to at least one user, a different set 
of user-specific data being stored in association with each user identifier related to that user. 

The motivation for making this modification to the teachings of Adam et al. is the same as that set forth 
above, in the rejection of Claim 1 . 

Claim 11 - 

As per claim 1 1 , Adam et al. in view of Shore teach the payment apparatus of claim 1 as 
described above. Shore, at least at paragraphs [0063], [0140], further discloses a payment 
apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein, in use, at least one set of user-specific data comprises an ordered list of funds. 
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The motivation for making this modification to the teachings of Adam et al. is the same as that set forth 
above, in the rejection of Claim 1 . 

Claim 38 - 

As per claim 38, Adam et al. in view of Shore teach the payment apparatus of claim 1 as 
described above. Adam et al., at least at paragraphs [01 18]-[0122], further discloses a payment 
apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein the at least one client device is adapted to receive a first part of the authorisation data 
input into the mobile device in real time by a user of said mobile device. 

Claim 39 - 

As per claim 39, Adam et al. in view of Shore teach the payment apparatus of claim 1 as 
described above. Adam et al., at least at paragraphs [01 18]-[0122], [0126], [01 31]-[01 32] further 
discloses a payment apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein the at least one client device is adapted to receive the first part of the authorisation data 
and the mobile device identity information separately from the mobile device. 

Claim 40 - 

As per claim 40, Adam et al. in view of Shore teach the payment apparatus of claim 39 as 
described above. Adam et al., at least at paragraphs [0126]-[0132], further discloses a payment 
apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein the at least one client device is adapted to issue a request to the mobile device is 
adapted to issue a request to the mobile device requesting the mobile device identity information 
in response to receiving the first part of the authorization data from the mobile device. 

Claim 41 - 

As per claim 41 , Adam et al. in view of Shore teach the payment apparatus of claim 1 as 
described above. Adam et al., at least at paragraphs [0122], [0126], further discloses a payment 
apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein the first part of the authorization data comprises a user personal identity number 'PIN'. 

Claim 42 - 

As per claim 42, Adam et al. in view of Shore teach the payment apparatus of claim 1 as 
described above. Adam et al., at least at paragraphs [0122]-[0123], further discloses a payment 
apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 
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• wherein the at least one client device is located at the point of sale 'POS'. 
Claim 43 - 

As per claim 43, Adam et al. in view of Shore teach the payment apparatus of claim 1 as 
described above. Adam et al., at least at paragraphs [0128], [0131], further discloses a payment 
apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein the at least one server device connects to a finance system associated with the user of 
the mobile device to complete the transaction. 

13. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adam et al. (US 
2002/018170) in view of Shore (US 2003/0149662) as applied to claims 1-11 above, further in view of 
Schutzer et al. (US 5920848). 

Claim 12 - 

As per claim 12, Adam et al. in view of Shore teach the payment apparatus of claim 1 1 as 
described above. Adam et al. in view of Shore do not explicitly disclose the following limitations: 

• wherein said ordered list is sorted according to type of goods. 

Schutzer et al. teach wherein said ordered list is sorted according to type of goods (see at least Fig. 15; 
col. 14, II. 33-38). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to expand the payment apparatus of Adam et al. in view of Shore to include an expense summary as 
taught by Schutzer et al. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
motivated to expand the payment apparatus of Adam et al. in view of Shore in this way since an account 
summary allows a user to observe an expense category with its corresponding average balance (see at 
least col. 14, II. 33-38 of Schutzer et al.). 

14. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adam et al. (US 
2002/018170) in view of Shore (US 2003/0149662) as applied to claims 1-1 1 above, further in view of 
Grunbok, Jr. et al. (US 6305603). 

Claim 13 - 

As per claim 13, Adam et al. in view of Shore teach the payment apparatus of claim 1 1 as 
described above. Adam et al. in view of Shore do not explicitly disclose the following limitations: 

• wherein the at least one server device is provided with a scanning process for scanning through 
the ordered list until a sufficient balance is found to complete a transaction. 
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Grunbok, Jr. et al. teach wherein the at least one server device is provided with a scanning process for 
scanning through the ordered list until a sufficient balance is found to complete a transaction (see at least 
col. 6, II. 20-31 ). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to expand the payment apparatus of Adam et al. in view of Shore to include a user access to financial 
accounts with immediate updated feedback from the financial institutions accessed as taught by Grunbok, 
Jr. et al. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been motivated to expand 
the payment apparatus of Adam et al. in view of Shore in this way since it allows the user to receive more 
accurate account information which helps to prevent user overdrafts (see at least col. 6, II. 31-35 of 
Grunbok, Jr. et al.). 

15. Claims 26-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adam et al. (US 
2002/018170) in view of Grunbok, Jr. et al. (US 6305603). 
Claim 26 - 

As per claim 26, Adam et al., at least at Figs. 1-7, 9-1 1 ; paragraphs [0023], [0026]-[0029], [01 1 1], 
[0114]-[01 15], [0122]-[0129], [01 31 ]-[01 32], disclose a payment apparatus for use in authorised 
transactions having the limitations of: 

• at least one client device provided with an input for communicating with one or more mobile 
devices; 

• at least one server device for providing data and/or processes to support a transaction using the 
at least one client device, said transaction comprising a transfer of funds between financial 
accounts and including verification of authorisation data; and 

• wherein the at least one client device is adapted to receive a first part of the authorization data via 
its input from a mobile device and to send said first part of the authorization data to the at least 
one server, and the at least one server device is adapted to store said authorisation data 
including a second part of the authorisation data comprising financial data relating to a user of the 
mobile device and, in response to receiving said first part of the authorization data, to verify said 
authorisation data and to retrieve said second part of the authorisation data comprising the user's 
financial data to support a transaction comprising a transfer of funds at least on part by updating 
the data representing a cash amount. 

Adam et al. do not explicitly disclose the following limitations: 

• update means for updating data representing a cash amount, 

Grunbok, Jr. et al. teach update means for updating data representing a cash amount (see at least col. 6, 
II. 20-31). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
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expand the payment apparatus of Adam et al. to include a user access to financial accounts with 
immediate updated feedback from the financial institutions accessed as taught by Grunbok, Jr. et al. One 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been motivated to expand the payment 
apparatus of Adam et al. in this way since it allows the user to receive more accurate account information 
which helps to prevent user overdrafts (see at least col. 6, II. 31-35 of Grunbok, Jr. et al.). 

Claim 27 - 

As per claim 27, Adam et al. in view of Grunbok, Jr. et al., teach the payment apparatus of claim 
26 as described above. Grunbok, Jr. et al., at least at col. 6, II. 20-31 , further discloses a 
payment apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein said data representing a cash amount is held, in use, on the one or more mobile devices. 

The motivation for making this modification to the teachings of Adam et al. is the same as that set forth 
above, in the rejection of Claim 26. 

Claim 28 - 

As per claim 28, Adam et al. in view of Grunbok, Jr. et al. teach the payment apparatus of claim 
26 as described above. Adam et al., at least at paragraph [0128], further discloses a payment 
apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein said data representing a cash amount is held, in use, on the at least one server device. 

16. Claims 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adam et al. in view of 
Grunbok, Jr. et al. as applied to claims 26-28 above, and further in view of Shore and Zingher et al. 
(US 2004/0015450). 
Claim 29 - 

As per claim 29, Adam et al. in view of Grunbok, Jr. et al. teach the payment apparatus of claim 
26 as described above. 

Adam et al. in view of Grunbok, Jr. et al. do not explicitly disclose the following limitations: 

• the update means being adapted to respond to a transaction including verification of authorisation 
data by increasing the cash amount 

Shore teach the update means being adapted to respond to a transaction including verification of 
authorisation data by increasing the cash amount (see at least Figs. 17a-d; paragraphs [0342]-[0346]). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to expand the 
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payment apparatus of Adam et al. in view of Grunbok, Jr. et al. to include the ability of a user to download 
ecash as taught by Shore. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
motivated to expand the payment apparatus of Adam et al. in view of Grunbok, Jr. et al. in this way since 
the user is prompted to select an amount from a list of pre-set amounts or input an amount which in turn 
the Financial Service provider verifies that the user has sufficient funds to cover the requested amount 
before the ecash is downloaded (see at least paragraph [0345] of Shore). 

Adam et al. in view of Grunbok, Jr. et al. do not explicitly disclose the following: 

• wherein the payment apparatus is adapted to support one or more unauthorised transactions, the 
update means being adapted to respond to a transaction including an unauthorised transaction 
by decreasing the cash amount. 

Zingher et al. teach wherein the payment apparatus is adapted to support one or more unauthorised 
transactions the update means being adapted to respond to a transaction including an unauthorised 
transaction by decreasing the cash amount (see at least paragraph [0017). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to expand the payment apparatus of Adam et 
al. in view of Grunbok Jr., et al. to include a duress transaction by limiting the funds available from a 
customer's account as taught by Zingher et al. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
would have been motivated to expand the payment apparatus of Adam et al. in view of Grunbok, Jr. et al. 
in this way since by limiting the funds available from customer's account helps to ensure that a criminal 
does not get away with large sums of money (see at least paragraph [001 7] of Zingher et al.). 

17. Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adam et al. in view of 
Grunbok, Jr. et al. as applied to claims 26-27 above, and further in view of Shore. 
Claim 30 - 

As per claim 30, Adam et al. in view of Grunbok, Jr. et al. teach the payment apparatus of claim 
26 as described above. Adam et al., at least at paragraph [0128], further discloses a payment 
apparatus for use in authorised transactions having the limitations of: 

• wherein the at least one server device is provided with a user data store adapted to store one or 
more sets of user-specific data for use in authorising transactions, 

Adam et al. in view of Grunbok, Jr. et al. do not explicitly disclose the following limitations. 

• a user data maintenance process for storing and updating user data in the user data store. 
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Shore teach a user data maintenance process for storing and updating user data in the user data store 
(see at least Figs. 24, 26, 28; paragraphs [0427]-[0429]). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to expand the payment apparatus of Adam et al. to include user 
menu to update the persons profile and financial data as taught by Shore. One of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention would have been motivated to expand the payment apparatus of Adam et al. 
in this way since allowing a user to update personal and financial information ensures that the users 
information is up to date. 

18. Claims 31-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adam et al. in view of 
Shore. 

Claim 31 - 

As per claim 31, Adam et al., at least at Fig. 10, paragraphs [0175]-[0177], disclose a receipting 
system for use in a purchasing transaction having the limitations of: 

• an input for receiving transaction information; 

• a receipt generator for generating a receipt for a notified payment; 

• a cfafa store for storing network addresses; and 

• an interface to a network for transmitting a generated receipt to a network address, 

• wherein each transaction has an associated identifier and 

Adam et al. do not explicitly disclose the following limitations: 

• the data store stores network addresses in association with transaction identifiers such that each 
generated receipt can be transmitted to a network address associated with the transaction giving 
rise to the generated receipt. 

Shore teach the data store stores network addresses in association with transaction identifiers such that 
each generated receipt can be transmitted to a network address associated with the transaction giving 
rise to the generated receipt (see at least paragraph [0429]). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to expand the payment apparatus of Adam et al. to an 
e-mail address as taught by Shore. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have 
been motivated to expand the payment apparatus of Adam et al. in this way since allowing a user to 
update personal and financial information ensures that the users information is up to date. 



Claim 32 - 
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As per claim 32, Adam et al. in view of Shore teach the receipting system of claim 31 as 
described above. Adam et al., at least at paragraphs [0126]-[0129], further discloses a receipting 
system for use in a purchasing transaction having the limitations of: 

• wherein at least one identifier associated with a transaction comprises or represents a personal 
identification number. 

Claim 33 - 

As per claim 33, Adam et al. in view of Shore teach the receipting system of claim 31 as 
described above. Shore, at least at paragraph [0427]-[0429], further discloses a receipting 
system for use in a purchasing transaction having the limitations of: 

• wherein the data store is adapted to store one or more sets of user-specific data for use in 
authorising transactions, and a user data maintenance process for storing and updating user data 
in the user data store, said network addresses being stored as user-specific data. 

The motivation for making this modification to the teachings of Adam et al. is the same as that set 
forth above, in the rejection of Claim 31. 

19. Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adam et al. as applied to 
claim 34 above, and further in view of Shore. 
Claim 35 - 

As per claim 35, Adam et al. in view of Shore teach the payment system of claim 34 as described 
above. Adam et al. do not explicitly disclose the following limitations: 

• wherein at least one user has at least two associated identifiers and the data store, in use, stores 
different user specific data in association with each respective identifier associated with said at 
least one user. 

Shore teach wherein at least one user has at least two associated identifiers and the data store, in use, 
stores different user specific data in association with each respective identifier associated with said at 
least one user (see at least paragraph [0063]). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to expand the payment apparatus of Adam et al. to include one of several 
credit or bank accounts, or electronic cash as taught by Shore. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention would have been motivated to expand the payment apparatus of Adam et al. in this way 
since this allows a user to chose from one of several accounts (see at least paragraph [0063] of Shore). 



Application/Control Number: 10/553,360 
Art Unit: 3692 



Page 17 



Response to Arguments 

20. Applicant's arguments filed 5 March 2008 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicants argue that "the user is not required to carry said financial data on his/her person, to remember 
said financial data, nor to enter said data into the mobile device for communication thereof to the claimed 
apparatus when making the transaction. Thus, there is no financial data carried by the user or contained 
(stored) in the user's mobile device that could be used by an unauthorized person in the even that the 
mobile device is stolen or mislaid." The Examiner respectfully points out that Adam et al. disclose "that 
the Adam et al. system is easy to use, and lets the customer pay bills and perform transaction using the 
mobile phone. There's no need to carry cash, checks, debit or credit cards, nor to look for an ATM. 
Loosing the cellular phone would not lead to money loss. The finder of the lost phone would not be able 
to use it. The money is 'in' the CSC", please refer to paragraphs [0186]-[0187]. Please also note that 
paragraph [0128] discloses that the administrating server, referred to the CSC, administers accounts of 
merchants and customers, whose details and balance (or credit limitations) are maintained in a database. 
The Examiner maintains Adam et al. disclose the claimed invention. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of 
the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date 
of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action 
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to SARAH M. MONFELDT whose telephone number is (571)270-1833. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:30am-5:00pm (EST) ALT Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Kambiz Abdi can be reached on (571)272-6702. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 

/Sarah M. Monfeldt/ 
Patent Examiner, AU 3692 
571-270-1833 



/Kambiz Abdi/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3692 



